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MORE LITERATURE ON BABYLON AND THE BIBLE. 

The Babel und Bibel controversy has absorbed almost the chief 
attention of Old Testament and Semitic scholars in Germany for the 
past eighteen months. Hundreds of thousands of copies of brochures, 
some of them running into several editions, from more than a score of 
writers have been sown broadcast among biblical readers and students 
in that land. Added impetus was given to the already warm discus- 
sions by the deliverance of a second lecture by Professor Delitzsch 
January 12, 1903, before the German Orient-Society and in the pres- 
ence of his majesty, Emperor William. This presentation took a theo- 
logical turn and thereby aroused the sharpest kind of criticism. Even 
the emperor felt it incumbent on himself to publish his opinion of 
questions discussed in the lecture. Now, the first lecture of Professor 
Delitzsch, already noticed in this Journal (April, 1903, pp. 384-85), and 
the second just referred to, and "Notes" covering one- third as much 
more space have been put in English dress as Vol. I. of the " Crown 
Theological Library,"* by Mr. C. H. W. Johns, of Cambridge Univer- 
sity. The editor also writes a preface of a conciliatory character, in 
which he accords to Delitzsch the high praise justly due him for his 
valuable service in the field of Assyriology. The "Notes" of this 
volume are largely rebuttals of arguments set forth by opponents, and 
further explanations of items gently referred to in the body of one or 
other of the lectures. The second lecture is a severe arraignment of 
the time-old orthodox view of the Old Testament, and the practical 
reduction of it to the same level as that of other oriental literature, 
both in origin and value. It is illustrated by a few good half-tones of 
the monuments. Mr. Johns's translation is well made. But the book is 
not complete. It has no table of contents, no list of illustrations, and 
no indices of any kind at all — serious defects in these times of progress. 

A Chicago house also puts out a one-volume translation of these 
lectures." The work is well done, but is embellished, as was the trans- 
lation of the first lecture (this Journal, p. 385), by too many poor 

1 Babel and Bible. Two Lectures Delivered before the Members of the Deutsche 
Orient-Gesellschaft in the Presence of the German Emperor. By Friedrich 
Delitzsch. Edited by C. H. W. Johns, M.A. London and New York : Putnam, 
1903. 226 pages. JS1.50. 

" Babel and Bible. Two Lectures on the Significance of Assyriological Research 
for Religion, Embodying the Most Important Criticisms and the Author's Replies. 
By Friedrich Delitzsch. Translated by T. J. McCormack and W. H. Carruth. 
Chicago: Open Court Publishing Co., 1903. 167 pages. $0.75, net. 
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woodcuts that are not in the original text. This volume, however, con- 
tains one document not found in Johns's translation, viz., the manifesto 
of Emperor William wherein he locates himself theologically as touch- 
ing Delitzsch's radical utterances. We find no list of illustrations and 
no indices in this production. Either of these translations, just noted, 
will give English and American readers a good idea of the basis for 
the contentions that have resulted in the flood of Babel und Bibel litera- 
ture that has poured from German presses since January, 1902. 

Eduard Konig 3 has put another of his contributions to this ques- 
tion in the form of correspondence. E writes K about the large state- 
ments and claims of Winckler's brochure, Die babylonische Kultur in 
ihren Beziehungen zur unsrigen. E is skeptical over Winckler's claims 
for the importance of Babylonian influence in modern civilization. 
He finds traces of the elements of other ancient civilizations among 
modern peoples. K at first stands by some of Winckler's statements, 
but later gradually leaves him and his claims, until at the end of the 
correspondence the two writers so far agree that they deny the claims 
of the pamphlet regarding the relation of Babylonian culture to world- 
history. They also decide that Winckler's statement that the discov- 
eries in Babylonia now change our comprehension of world-history 
from the ground up is false. The net results of the correspondence 
are an impeachment of the radical claims of Winckler's brochure. 

Pastor Hiibener, 4 of Kolberg, enlists in the company of defenders 
of the Bible. He speaks tenderly of Franz Delitzsch the father, and 
with grief of the son, Friedrich, in view of his late utterances which 
minimize the revealed character of the Old Testament. Of Delitzsch's 
ability as an Assyriologist he speaks in the most laudatory terms. But 
in the province of religion and theology Hiibener says he shows 
himself to be an idiot (p. 8). He scouts the idea set forth by Delitzsch 
that the inscriptions of the early traditions resembling Gen., chaps. 1-9, 
are more trustworthy than, and are besides the sources of, the biblical 
records (p. 9). " Every religion," says he, " which is thought out by 
man himself is false, and cannot be other than false." Hence the 
falsity of Delitzsch's position when he speaks of the expansion of 
religion through the thought of man. Again he charges Delitzsch 

3 Babyloniens Kultur und die Weltgeschichte. Ein Briefwechsel veroffentlicht von 
Eduard Konig. Gr. Lichterfelde-Berlin : Runge, n. d. 42 pages. M. 0.70. 

* Das zertriimmerte Babel, das unfehlbare Gotteswort, und die ewige Gottessiadt. 
Ein Vortrag von W. Hubener, Pastor zu Kolberg. Zwickau i. S.: Der Schriften- 
verein der Ev. Luth., 1902. 
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with being an atheist, because he does not believe in a God who can 
perforin miracles and can speak to man (p. 14). His view of an infal- 
lible Scripture is vigorously set forth in the second division of his lec- 
ture. The third part is the eternal city of God, that is, the church of 
God, in contrast with all the heathen cities that have fallen. Babylon 
has long ago fallen, and only its ruins testify to its greatness of the long 
ago. But the Word of God and the city of God remain forever. The 
pamphlet shows that the author is deeply evangelical in belief and 
spirit, and is ready at all hazards to defend the Bible against every 
damaging attack. 

Another pastor has come to the rescue of the Bible against the 
assertions of Babel und Bibel? After a general introduction he takes 
up and reviews several of Delitzsch's positions, following the order laid 
down in Genesis. At the conclusion of his rather prejudiced discussion 
of the creation stories, he states that he does not hesitate to assert that 
he finds in Genesis the clear sources, the pure original, of those tradi- 
tions (p. 19). His treatment of the paradise question is concluded by 
a quotation from Dillmann, in which the great exegete states that he 
could not see what the likeness of the Babylonian word idinu had to do 
with the Hebrew paradise. His study of the flood legends is also 
closed by a quotation from the same authority, to the effect that the 
Hebrew and Babylonian traditions are due to a common inheritance 
of hither-Asiatic peoples, and not that the one was derived from the 
other. The table of nations (Gen., chap. 10) is corroborated by the 
investigations in cuneiform literature. In other words the author stands 
rigidly by such positions as those taken by Dillmann and Robertson. 
His division devoted to Bel and El contains nothing new, and concludes 
by a declaration of the superiority in every way of the El of the Old 
Testament over the Bel of Babylonia. The outcome of the writer's 
investigations is expressed in this final sentence : " Verbum Dei 
maneat in aeternum." 

The wand of peace is stretched forth by Giesebrecht s over the con- 
tentions concerning Babel und Bibel. His pamphlet came into printed - 
being after Delitzsch's second lecture. In his preface, his first fault 
with the discussions on Delitzsch's side of the question is that evolu- 

s Bibel und Babel, El und Bel. Eine Replik auf Friedrich Delitzsch's Babel und 
Bibel. Von W. Knieschke, Pfarrer in Sieversdorf. Westend-Berlin : Faber, 1902. 
64 pages. 

6 Briede filr Babel und Bibel. Von Fr. Giesebrecht. First, and unchanged 
second edition. Konigsberg: Thomas & Oppermann, 1903. 62 pages. 
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tion is given so large a place in the history of Israelitish culture and 
religion. He charges Alfred Jeremias, who, in the main, supports 
Delitzsch, with not understanding the position of the Old Testament 
scholars whom he encounters. He maintains that Babylonian culture 
is by no means the medium by which one can explain the work of 
Moses. "The real kernel of Moses's religion, at least," for Giese- 
brecht, "is found in revelation, while its form possesses resemblances 
to Arabian material " (p. 15). At the very outset of his discussion 
proper Giesebrecht. reveals his attitude to Delitzsch's position in the 
second lecture. He states that by that effort he had undone every- 
thing, and that, in place of a recognition of a potent significance of the 
Old Testament from the point of view of a history of religion, he 
practically set it aside for Babylonian beliefs. How severely he has 
damaged the truth cannot yet be stated. 

In order to establish peace between the Babel und Bibel controver- 
sialists this writer proposes concessions on both sides. Assyriologists 
must produce proofs of the statements they make. They must also 
respect the religious peculiarities of the Old Testament. Non-Assyri- 
ologists, on the other hand, must be ready to recognize the good, 
whatever be its source ; and if an Old Testament narrative is vivified 
and made plainer through some Babylonian discoveries, they should 
be ready to learn from the Babylonians. In reviewing with some care 
the points discussed in Babel und Bibel Giesebrecht shows an open- 
mindedness and consideration which are conspicuously absent from 
some of the reviewers. In his conclusion he frankly admits that there 
are very many technical, scientific, and historical allusions to Babylon 
in the Old Testament. There are also some legal, ethical, and reli- 
gious phenomena at the very apex of Babylonian thought and life that 
fall little below the heights of Old Testament thought. But the cen- 
tral idea of the Old Testament, the religious, cannot be predicated of 
Babylonian literature. If Delitzsch had presented a cross-section of 
the Babylonian religion, instead of merely the extreme points of its 
religio-moral apprehension, his lecture would have appeared entirely 
different. While Giesebrecht grants much to the claims of Delitzsch, 
he stands by the revealed character of the Old Testament and the far- 
and-away superiority of its God and religion. 

Most of the writers on Babel und Bibel are comparative strangers to 
Assyriology. This Catholic priest, 7 however, is a striking exception. He 

1 Zur Babel und Bibelfrage. Von P. Keil. Erweiterter Neudruck aus Pastor 
bonus. Trier: Paulinius, 1903. 78 pages. M. 1. 
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wrestles withthe problems in adetailedyet masterly manner. Heanalyzes 
the questions at issue, and arrays them in two lines of research : (i) dog- 
matic issues, such as El, Jahweh, angel, sabbath, and the beyond, or 
future; (2) the more historical issue, such as creation, fall, early patri- 
archs ( Urvater), and the deluge. For the first class of issues he finds 
( 1) justness in Delitzsch's claims for El; (2) nothing but theory in his 
hypotheses for Jahweh ; (3) considerable doubt as to the basis for the 
claims regarding the origin and character of cherubim, seraphim, and 
guardian angels; (4) that Dillmann in 1882 expressed his view of the 
case when he said : "Delitzsch's attempt has greatly miscarried;" (5) 
that the Babylonian and Israelitish idea of the future had many things 
in common. For the second class of issues he finds (1) that the theory 
of the dependence of the Hebrew account on the Babylonian is not 
more noteworthy than the agreement in the succession of the acts of 
creation ; (2) that the dependence of the Hebrew record of the fall on 
the Babylonian is entirely out of the question ; (3) that tables descrip- 
tive of the early patriarchs are not dependent, either one on the other, 
but both preserve material collated from parallel streams of tradition ; 
(4) that the Hebrew account of the deluge is the simpler, the more 
straightforward, and consequently could not have been copied from the 
Babylonian, but rather the two accounts may be traced back to a com- 
mon origin. 

Budde's contribution 8 to the contest between Babel und Bibel appears 
in a second edition, with a new "Vorwort." He briefly reviews 
Delitzsch's second lecture. He affirms that the lecturer now appears 
as a reformer. He now sets aside the Old Testament and promotes 
"Babel" at its expense. He agrees with Delitzsch in setting aside 
verbal inspiration, and maintains that God revealed himself, not in 
words, but in deeds ; not in messages, but in transactions. We, how- 
ever, cannot set a limit to God's methods of revealing himself; if we 
could, he could scarcely be our God. Delitzsch has gone too far, has 
touched matters vital to the church, which must be answered at no dis- 
tant day. 

From Breslau also comes a message on the same theme. 9 The 
Assyriologist is everywhere in the Old Testament blindly finding the 
influence of Babylonian culture ; in other words, the cultus of Israel is 

8 Das Alte Testament, und die Ausgrabungen. Von Karl Budde. Zweite 
Auflage. Giessen: Ricker, 1903. xii + 40 pages. 

> Babel und die biblische Urgeschichte. Von Max Lohr, Mit 5 Abbildungen. 
Breslau : Aderholz, 1903. 28 pages. 
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a mere transcript of that of Babylonia. As circumcision and human 
sacrifice many of the elements of Israel's cultus were borrowed from 
other than Babylonian sources. At the outset he finds in Gen., chaps, 
i— ii, only these three things that were demonstrably influenced by 
Babylonia: (i) the creation account (1:1 — 2:3); (2) the patriarchal list 
(chap. 5); (3) the deluge report (6:5 — 9:19). But on the patriarchal 
list he finds traces of a contact with Phoenician tradition, and thinks 
that it is a work of theological speculation, a learned literary product, 
and not popular in character. It was probably drawn from some old 
Babylonian source. The same may be said regarding the deluge 
account. Of the creation legend, the really only striking resemblance 
between the two accounts is the fact that the production of man was 
the last act of creation. In conclusion, since Babylonian influence in 
the Old Testament is undeniable, it must be said that Israel took over 
from Babylon only external material, such as the patriarchal list, the 
deluge history, or a cosmological idea, such as chaos in the creation 
account. But the religious spirit of all these records is totally different 
from that in the original Babylonian. And this difference has its 
significance for every student of the Old Testament. 

Pfarrer Heyn" begins his treatment of the Babel und Bibel con- 
troversy by putting on the left hand those who find no essential differ- 
ence between Jewish and Babylonian religion, who look upon Babylonia 
as the venerable mother and school-mistress of the Bible. On the 
right he places those who are determined advocates of its originality. 
"In which camp shall we take our stand?" Minute consideration of 
the questions of the creation, the fall, the early patriarchs, the deluge, 
the sabbath, and the devil and angels, leads the author to conclude in 
his first lecture that the younger, the Old Testament view, is in con- 
siderable measure dependent on the older, the Babylonian. The sec- 
ond lecture deals with the value of both religions in relation to their 
depth and clearness of a knowledge of God, to their ideas of the 
seriousness and hopes of life. Without any prejudice toward all the 
influence of Babylonia upon the Bible, it still remains that the lasting 
crown of glory of the Old Testament is that it has given monotheism 
to mankind. In the religious field, as one example, the Babylonian 
psalms do not approach the Bible either in their moral earnestness or 
in their trust in God. In the field of moral action the comparison 
between the Old Testament and Babylonia is decidedly unfavorable 

10 Zum Streit um Babel und Bibel. Zwei Vortrage. Von J. Heyn, Pfarrer in 
Greifswald. Greifswald : Bamberg, 1903. 55 pages. 
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toward the latter. Finally, as surely as the Bible is dependent on 
Babylonia, so surely does it outrank the latter in its spirit and morality. 

Emperor William's letter to define his position relative to Delitzsch's 
second lecture receives especial attention at the hand of Professor 
Harnack." The Emperor's letter is intended to check the thought that 
Delitzsch's lectures have thrown overboard the Old Testament. More 
than that, it is to set right the popular notion that the Emperor sym- 
pathized with Delitzsch in his views of Christ and the New Testament. 
By this letter he directs attention to the fact that Delitzsch's authority 
as an Assyriologist does not cover his theological teaching as well, 
and in this Harnack fully agrees with him. The Emperor's letter does 
not curb freedom in chosen specialized lines, but leaves theological 
questions to the science of theology. " In the evangelical church the 
ultimate and most important questions are always open to discussion, 
and every generation must obtain the answers to them afresh for itself " 
(p. 1 1). The Emperor's concluding sentence is indorsed by every 
evangelical Christian : " Never was religion a product of knowledge, 
but rather the pouring out of a man's heart and being through his 
intercourse with God." Harnack's comment on this is especially note- 
worthy : " Theology indorses this sentence ; it is well aware that it 
creates nothing of itself, but tries reverently to ponder something 
which has been given." Revelation is only through persons. " There 
are no revelations through things" (p. 13). The Emperor's letter 
stands by the Christ of the New Testament. Harnack says : " Every 
estimate of Christ which effaces the distinction between him and other 
masters the Christian community must reject" (p. 15). The warm- 
heartedness of the Emperor and of his commentator, and their zeal for 
the gospel as revealed in Christ, lead one to forget the contention 
which led to these noble and far-reaching statements. 

Hilprecht" has put into this one lecture a good condensed popular 
account of the ruins of the old Bei temple of Nippur. It is inciden- 
tally a contribution to the Babel und Bibel controversy, but mainly a 
record of discoveries at Nippur illustrated by a half-hundred good 
half-tones. These with a map and plans, help the reader to understand 

11 Professor Harnack's letter to the " Preussische Jahrbiicher," on the German 
Emperor's Criticism of Professor Delitzsch's Lectures on "Babel und Bibel." Trans- 
lated into English by Thomas Bailey Saunders. London : Williams & Norgate, 
1903. iS pages. 

™ Die Ausgrabungen der Universitat zu Pennsylvania im Bll Tempel zu Aippur. 
Ein Vortrag. Von H. V. Hilprecht. Leipzig: Hinrichs, 1903. 76 pages. M. 2. 
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fully the wonderful revelations of the past made in the mounds of Nip- 
pur. To those who have read Hilprechts's Explorations in Bible Lands 
during the Nineteenth Century there is little new in this brochure. At the 
close of his discussion of discoveries in Babylonia he presents his well- 
known theory of the Sumerian origin of Babylonian civilization, saying, 
however, that at about 4000 B. C. the Semitic invaders were in posses- 
sion of that land (p. 62) ; and that from the beginning of their supremacy 
the old Sumerian art and science gradually degenerated (p. 7 1). In the 
last few pages he gives some of the assertions of Delitzsch a hard blow. 
He specifies particularly (1) his setting aside the revelatory character of 
the Old Testament, and (2) his finding in a 2300 B. C. document, with 
several possible interpretations, ground for the origin of the mono- 
theism of Israel in Babylonia. Hilprecht after his fourteen years of 
archaeological study finds only degeneration in the peoples and civili- 
zation of Babylonia continuously from 4000 B. C, while in Israel there 
are the revelation and the words of the great prophets, who pointed to 
the fall and disappearance of the great ones of that day. 

One of the colleagues of the writer of Babel und Bibel has made bold 
to utter himself on the current controversy of Germany. Gunkel* 3 
has written a sane, up-to-date, evangelical and clear statement of his 
position. He avers that Delitzsch in all his lectures has said almost 
nothing that has not been well known in the circle of investigators. 
His rather unguarded and bold assertions in his first lecture called for 
numerous replies. His second lecture struck off on a theological line, 
and put in question the revealed character of the Old Testament, and 
of Israel's religion. Gunkel asks this question : " What influence had 
the Babylonian world on Israel, and particularly on Israel's religion?" 
There were, of course, some pervading Babylonian elements, to be 
determined only on examination. In the deluge record Gunkel main- 
tains that the biblical was not copied from, nor prepared with the help 
of, the Babylonian account. Israel's tradition was rather transmitted to 
them in oral form. Delitzsch's unproved assertion that the Babylonian 
is the older and purer form is chargeable with much of the confusion 
on the subject. The two records are two different worlds, not to be 
put in the same class. Likewise the creation story, while somewhat 
dependent on the Babylonian, far surpasses in originality that which 
it has taken over to itself. Delitzsch's seal-cylinder of the fall is 

13 Israel and Babylonien : Der Einfluss Babyloniens auf die israelitische Reli- 
gion. Von Hermann Gunkel. Gottingen : Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1903. 48 
pages. M. 1.20. 
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pronounced as yet of uncertain value. Among other things, Gunkel 
denies Delitzsch's conclusions on the origin of the sabbath, and calls 
his monotheistic proposals mere speculation. Delitzsch's denial of a 
revelation of God in Israel is accompanied with arguments two cen- 
turies old and already cast aside by progressive thinkers. On the 
modern theory of revelation, Israel was the people of revelation. 
Delitzsch is called a rationalist of the old stamp (p. 39), who is 
unfamiliar with the theological thought of this day. Gunkel thinks 
this unhappy and expensive contest might have been largely averted if 
Delitzsch had conferred with his colleagues on several points in which 
he was not at home. Inconsistencies and untenable theories might thus 
have been eliminated, and a vast deal of money, time, and patience 
saved. Still, it may not have been in vain for the fatherland. 

Ira Maurice Price. 
The University of Chicago. 



IS GOD UNIVERSAL FATHER? 

The author of this work* explains in the preface that "the book 
embodies the substance of a series of lectures delivered at the Bermondsey 
Settlement to a small class of theological students during the last three 
years ; " and that " it has been prepared by snatches in the short inter- 
vals of leisure left by almost unceasing public engagements." This 
may account for the repetition of the same thought in connection 
with his separate treatment of a large number of passages of Scripture, 
when it might have been possible, by a more thorough analysis, to 
group them together, thus saving space, if not adding to the clear- 
ness and force of his general argument. Neither has he followed what 
is generally thought to be the logical order in his discussion of this 
most important doctrine. Instead of beginning with a historical review 
of the evolution of thought on the fatherhood of God as preparing 
the way for his own discussion, he reserves his historical sketch until he 
has elaborated his own argument. The reason for this may be because 
there has been no regular development of thought on this very precious 
doctrine, but its prominence as conceived by Mr. Lidgett is of quite 
recent date. 

Still, whatever may be the reader's criticism of minor points, he 
will undoubtedly recognize this as the most elaborate treatment of this 

* The Fatherhood of God in Christian Truth and Life. By J. Scott Lidgett, M.A. 
New York : Imported by Scribner. 



